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OPTIMIZED MYANMAR ——
WIDE MBP MODEL

A Wall-to -wall model of Malaria Burden
Potential
A 240 m resolution
A 8-day update
A 1 0 2 months forecast

A Executed: 2016 -2020




THREAT REPORTING/HISTORICAL RUNS

Mean daily area under "High" risk Percent area under "High" risk
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Chin D 255

888 Kayin 0.85%
Chin

Shan I 0.57%

0.71%

Sagaing I 206
Kachin D 194
Rakhine mssm 101

Rakhine s 0.57%
Sagaing I 0.22%
Kachin nms 0.22%

Tanintharyi B 64
Bago mm 49

Tanintharyi . 0.17%
Bago mmmm 0.13%

Ayeyarwady 1 11
Magway 1 6.0
Kayah 151

Mon |23
Yangon | 1.6
Mandalay |12
Naypyitaw | 0.1

Kayah B 0.04%
Ayeyarwady B 0.03%
Mon B 0.02%
Yangon B 0.02%
Magway 1 0.01%
Mandalay 1 0.00%
Naypyitaw | 0.00%
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* Numbers based on a5 -year mean assessment



By area krh

By % state
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Very High Risk States
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Mean daily area under "High" risk

Paletwa ——— 240.60
Kanpetlet m 652
Matupi 1 252
Thantlang 1 1.95
Mindat 1 1.9
Tonzang | 1.47
By area km2 By % township LZ?;E Zgj
1. Paletwa 1. Paletwa Hakha 0.0
2. KanpeFIet 2. anpetlet 0 50 100 150 200 250
3. Matupi 3. Mindat Area km
4. Thantlang 4. Thantlang
5. Mindat 5. Matupi Percent area under "High" risk
6. Tonzang 6. Tonzang
- : Paletwa meess—— 2.99%
7. Ted|m 7 Ted|m Kanpeﬂet B 0.26%
8. Falam 8. Falam Mindat 1 0.06%
Paletve 9. Hakha 9. Hakha Thantlang 1 o.06%
Matupi 1 0.04%

Tonzang 1 0.04%
Tedim  0.00%
Falam 0.00%
Hakha  0.00%
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Area under "High" risk (top 6 townships)
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Percent area under "High" risk

Kayin s 0.85%
Chin I 0.71%
Shan I 0.57%

Rakhine D 0.57%
Sagaing I 0.22%
Kachin s 0.22%

Taninthary| . 0.17%
Bago mEmmm 0.13%

Kayah B 0.04%
Ayeyarwady B 0.03%
Mon 1§ 0.02%
Yangon B 0.02%
Magway 1§ 0.01%
Mandalay 1 0.00%
Naypyitaw | 0.00%
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COVID19 + POLITICAL CONTEXT +
PARTNERS

A Unable to travel to meet and work with stakeholders

A Stakeholders are fully engaged in COVID response

4

Unable to complete text -reporting system development

Unable to complete testing, verification, and operational
deployment



FINAL STATUS

A Starting ARL 1
A Final ARL 7: Functionality Demonstrated
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